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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to communication filled on July 2, 2004. 

2. Claim 9 has been cancelled. 

3. Claims 1,10 and 1 1 have been amended. 

4. Claims 1-8 and 10-14 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

I 

6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The limitation of "the remainder of the content portion not 
associated with at least one new link indications not displayed on the display of the 
mobile device" tends to. define the invention in terms of what it is not, rather than 
pointing out to the invention (see In re Schechter, 205 F.2d 185, 98 USPQ 144 (CCPA 
1953);d mem., 738 F.2d453 (Fed. Cir. 1984)). 



Application/Control Number: 09/61 3, 1 23 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2157 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-8 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over De Boor et aL, U.S. Pat. No. 6,675,204 (hereinafter Boor) in view of Horowitz et al., 
U.S. Pat, No. 6,122,647 (hereinafter Horowitz). 

9. Regarding claim 1 , Boor discloses a method for proving data detection from Web 
content information for mobile devices comprising (abstract): 

receiving a URL from a user (col. 4, lines 7 - 46); 

accessing a Web page data file identified by the URL (col. 4, lines 7 - 46); 

Boor fails to disclose detecting a content portion from the Web page data file, the 
content portion adapted to be enhanced by introducing at least one new link indication 
to a service; 

searching the content portion to identify Web content data, the web content data 
included in the content portion and adapted to be accessed to provide at least one new 
link service from a mobile device through a wireless connection; 

displaying the identified web content data using the at least one new link 
indication on a display. 
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However, Horowitz teaches detecting a content portion from the Web page data 
file, the content portion adapted to be enhanced by introducing at least one new link 
indication to a service (col. 7, line 1 - coL 8, line 37 and Fig 4a - 4d); 

Searching the content portion to identify Web content data, the web content data 
included in the content portion and adapted to be accessed to provide at least one new 
link service from a device (col. 7, line 1 - col. 8, line 37 and Fig 4a - 4d); 

displaying the identified web content data using the link indication on a display 
(col. 7, line 1 - col. 8, line 37 and Fig 4a - 4d). 

It would have been obvious for person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine Boor and Horowitz teachings in order to allow easy access 
of content from mobile devices (Boor, col. 1 line 22 - col. 2, line 28). 

10. Regarding claim 2, Boor teaches the steps of providing a user keypad selection 
enabling the link indication to be activated; and using the wireless connection to activate 
the link indication when the user keypad selection is made (col. 1 , lines 64 - col. 2, lines 
28, col. 6, lines 39 - col. 7, lines 39) . 

1 1 . Regarding claim 3, Boor discloses the Web content data is a telephone number, 
(col. 13, lines 28 -line 58). 

12. Reference to claim 4, Boor and Horowitz fail to teach the link indication is 
activated by dialing the number. However, this feature is well known and would have 
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been an obvious modification for person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to in order to reduce the steps of dialing a number. 

13. Regarding claim 5, Boor discloses the web content data is an address number 
(col. 13, lines 28 - line 58). 

14. Reference to claim 6, Boor and Horowitz do not teach the link indication is 
activated by obtaining map data showing a location for the address. However, this is an 
obvious modifications to the systems discloses by Boor and Horowitz. It would have 
been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Horowitz and Boor by providing a link to an address and then mapping the 
location in order to simplify the complexity of the system and increase user satisfaction 
by enabling the user to retrieve needed information from the same web page. 

15. Regarding claim 7, Boor discloses the Web content data is an e-mail address 
(col. 13, lines 28 - line 58). 

16. Reference to claim 8, Boors and Horowitz do not disclose the link indication is 
activated to enable the e-mail to be initiated. However, this feature is well known and 
would have been an obvious modification for person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to in order to reduce the steps of initiating e-mails. 
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17. Regarding claim 12, Boor discloses the display is provided on a device consisting 
of one or more of the following: 

an Internet phone (col. 13, lines 28 - line 58, col. 4, lines 47 - 62 and col. 8 lines 
41 ^col. 9, lines 55); 

a personal digital assistant (col. 13, lines 28 - line 58); and 
a two way pager (col. 1 3, lines 28 - line 58). 

18. Reference to claims 13 and 14, Boor teaches the detection occurs in a network 
server and within a Web browser (col. 9 lines 58 - col. 1 1 , line 53). 

19. Regarding claim 10, Boor discloses receivings URL from a user (col. 4, lines 18 
-46); 

accessing a Web page data file identified by the URL (col. 4, lines 28 - 46); 
identifying at least one address from the web content data in the Web page data file 
(col. 13, lines 26 -51); 

displaying the identified address for the user (col, 13, lines 26 - 51); 

providing a user keypad selection of a mobile device (Fig.1 , col, 9, lines 34 - 49 
and col. 4, lines 18-46). 

Boor does not teach detecting a content portion from the Web page data file; 

searching the content portion to identify Web content data, the web content data 
included in the content portion. However, Horowitz teaches detecting a content portion 
from the Web page data file (col. 7, line 1 - col. 8, line 37 and Fig 4a - 4d); 
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searching the content portion to Identify Web content data, the web content data 
Included in the content portion (col. 7, line 1 - col. 8, line 37 and Fig 4a - 4cl). It would 
have been obvious for person having ordinary skill In the art at the time of the Invention 
to combine Boor and Horowitz teachings In order to allow easy access of content from 
mobile devices (Boor, col. 1 line 22 - col. 2, line 28). 

Moreover, Boor and Horowitz do not teach a map to be provided showing a 
location for the identified address. 

However, it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify the system by providing a map for the Identified 

address in order to Increase user satisfaction by providing more information and 

? t 

functionality. 

20. Regarding claim 1 1 , Boor discloses receiving a URL from a user (col. 4, lines 18 
-46); 

accessing a Web page data file Identified by the URL (col. 4, lines 28 - 46); 

identifying at least one email address from the web content data In the Web page 
data file (col. 1 3, lines 26 - 51 ); 

displaying the identified email address for the user (col. 13, lines 26 - 51); 

providing a user keypad selection of a mobile device (Flg.1 , col. 9, lines 34 - 49 
and col. 4, lines 18-46). 

Boor does not teach detecting a content portion from the Web page data file; 
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searching the content portion to identify Web content data, the web content data 
included in the content portion. However, Horowitz teaches detecting a content portion 
from the Web page data file (coL 7, line 1 - col. 8, line 37 and Fig 4a - 4d); 

searching the content portion to identify Web content data, the web content data 
included in the content portion (col. 7, line 1 - col. 8, line 37 and Fig 4a - 4d), It would 
have been obvious for person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine Boor and Horowitz teachings in order to allow easy access of content from 
mobile devices (Boor, col. 1 line 22 - col. 2, line 28). 

In addition Boor and Horowitz do not disclose an email initiation. However, email 
initiation is well known in the art and it would have been an obvious modification to the 
system in order to enhance user satisfaction by providing more functionality to the 
system. 

Response to Arguments 

21 . Applicant's arguments filed July 2, 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that "the hyperlinks provided by Horowitz are associated with 
more content, not a service". Providing more content is a service. 
In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., 
reducing pages or displaying portions of data presented on web pages on the mobile 
communications devices) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims 
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are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read 
into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 
1993). 

In response to Applicant's arguments in regards to newly added limitations of "not 
disclosing the remainder of the content portions", the examiner asserts that this 
limitation is negative and renders the claim indefinite (See the above detailed rejection 
under 112). 

22. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
theart; See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1 071 , 5 USPQ2d 1 596 (Fed. Cir. 1 988)and /n re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground{s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sahera Halim whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
8054. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (703) 308-7562. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Sahera Halim 
Patent Examiner 
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September 7, 2004 




